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D irect m easurem ent ofconcurrence for atom ic tw o-qubit pure states
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W e propose a generalschem e to m easure the concurrence ofan arbitrary two-qubitpure state in

atom ic system s. The protocolis based on one-and two-qubit operations acting on two available

copiesofthe bipartite system ,and followed by a globalqubitreadout.W e show thatitispossible

to encode the concurrence in the probability of�nding allatom ic qubitsin the ground state. Two

possible scenariosare considered:atom scrossing 3D m icrowave cavitiesand trapped ion system s.

PACS num bers:03.67.M n,42.50.Ct,42.50.V k

Q uantum entanglem ent is a key resource for quan-

tum inform ation and quantum com putation [1]. This

intriguing property lies at the heart of the Einstein-

Podolsky-Rosen paradox [2].Entangled stateshavebeen

im plem ented in di�erentphysicalsetups,forexam ple,in

photons [3],m assive particles like trapped ions [4],nu-

clearm agneticresonance[5],atom sin cavities[6],quan-

tum dots [7], am ong others. O n the other hand, the

quanti�cation ofthe degree ofentanglem ent for an ar-

bitrary num ber of qubits is still an open problem in

quantum inform ation [8]. Arguably,the m ost valuable

entanglem entm easure isthe entanglem entofform ation

(EO F) [9], which quanti�es the m inim al cost needed

to prepare a certain quantum state in term s of EPR

pairs. M any e�orts have been devoted to the deriva-

tion ofthe EO F through analyticaland num ericalap-

proaches.In anim portantcontributionithasbeen shown

that EO F E f(�) for an arbitrary two-qubit state � can

be de�ned in term s of an exactly calculable quantity:

the concurrence C [10]. This quantity can be de�ned

as C (�) = m axf0;�1 � �2 � �3 � �4g,where the �i’s

are square roots in decreasing order ofthe eigenvalues

ofm atrix �~� with ~� = � y 
 �y�
��y 
 �y,�y being the

usualPaulioperator. Rem arkably,fora pure state this

concurrenceisreduced to the sim ple expression

C (j ii)= jh j�y 
 �yj 
�
ij: (1)

A straightforward m ethod form easuringentanglem ent

would be a com plete tom ographic reconstruction ofthe

quantum state [11]. In this case,the reconstruction of

a two-qubit state requires the readout of 15 param e-

ters.Additionally,theoreticalproposalsbased on entan-

glem ent W itness operator [12],positive m aps [13],and

two-particleinterference[14],havebeen introduced.Re-

cently,the directm easurem entofconcurrence ofa two-

photon entangled state wasim plem ented in the lab [15].

This experim ent is based on the fact that the concur-

rence inform ation ofa two-qubit pure state is encoded

in theprobability ofobserving thetwo copiesofthe�rst

subsystem in an antisym m etric state [16]. W ithoutany

doubt,it would be desirable to translate these ideas to

the case ofm atter qubits where diverse physicalsetups

havereached high levelofquantum control.

In this work, we propose a m ethod to m easure the

concurrence ofa two-qubitpure state in m atter qubits.

The proposed technique relieson the availability oftwo

copiesofthe bipartitestateand the directm easurem ent

ofthe occupation probability ofthe collective state of

both copies. W e illustrate thisprotocolwith two exam -

ples,Rydberg atom s crossing 3D m icrowave cavities[6]

and con�ned ionsin a linearPaultrap [4].

Thecentralidea ofthisproposalisthetransform ation

oftheseparablestateoftwocopiesintoa statewherethe

valueoftheconcurrencewillbeloaded in theprobability

am plitudetohaveallthequbitsin theground state.The

required operationsare �y unitaries and localrotations

R,aswellasa controlled-notgate(CNO T),followed by

a globalm easurem ent ofallfour qubits. In Fig.1 we

presenta quantum circuit describing the proposed pro-

tocol.Here,the�rsttwochannelsstand fortheentangled

state we wantto m easure,the third and fourth channel

denotethecopy ofthetwo-qubitstate.Finally,them ea-

surem entisproduced through thedetection ofallqubits

in the ground state.

Let us assum e that we want to m easure the concur-

FIG .1:Q uantum circuitdescribing a directm easurem entof

the concurrence ofa two-qubitpure state,where two copies

are available. Itinvolvesa controlled-notgate,aswellas �y
unitariesand othersim ple R qubitrotations,followed by the

jointm easurem entofthe fourqubits.
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renceofthe generaltwo-qubitpurestate

j i= c0 jggi+ c1 jgei+ c2 jegi+ c3 jeei; (2)

and we are provided with two decoupled copies of it

j i
 j i. It can be shown from Eq.(1) that the con-

currenceofstatej iin term sofcoe�cientsc i isgiven by

C (j i)= 2jc1c2 � c0c3j. Following the suggested quan-

tum circuit ofFig.1,we apply localoperations on the

second copy such that the globalstate is described by

j�i= j i
 (� y 
 �y j i). This state can be written as

a superposition ofstateshaving a num berexcitationsk

ranging from 0 to 4,

j�i= � c0c3 jggggi

+ c2c0 jgggei+ c0c1 jggegi

� c1c3 jgeggi� c2c3 jegggi

� c2
0
jggeei� c2

3
jeeggi+ c1c2 jgegei

+ c2
1
jgeegi+ c2

2
jeggei+ c2c1 jegegi

� c1c0 jgeeei� c2c0 jegeei

+ c3c2 jeegei+ c3c1 jeeegi

� c3c0 jeeeei.

(3)

Now,we apply a CNO T operation between the second

qubit acting as the controland the fourth qubit acting

asthetarget,followed by a rotation on thesecond qubit.

The CNO T gate in this protocolis de�ned such that if

thecontrolqubitisin statejgithetargetisnota�ected,

conversely,if the controlis in the state jei the target

isipped. The subsequentrotation R
�

2
acting on qubit

2 can be taken from R
�

j :jgi
j
! (jgi

j
� jei

j
)=
p
2 and

jei
j
! (jei

j
� jgi

j
)=
p
2.Afterthe CNO T and R

�

2
oper-

ations,the stateofthe overallsystem becom es

j�1i=
1p
2
f A � jggggi+ A + jgeggi

+ B � jgggei� B + jgegei

+ 2c2c3 jeeggi� 2c0c1 jgeegi

+ C
�
10
jggeei+ C

+

10
jgeeei

+ C
�

23
jeggei� C

+

23
jeegei

+ A � jegegi� A + jeeegi

+ B + jeeeei� B � jegeeig;

(4)

where A � = c1c2 � c0c3,B � = c0c2 � c1c3,and C
�

ij =

c2i � c2j. W e observe thatin Eq.(4)the concurrence in-

form ation of state j i is present in the coe�cient A �

through

C (j i)= 2
p

2Pgggg; (5)

where Pgggg = jA � j
2=2. Clearly,a sim ilar argum enta-

tion leads also to C (j i) = 2
p

2Pegeg. W e willclarify

ourchoicebelow when discussing applicationsto speci�c

experim entalsetups.

W econsidernow theproposed protocolforthecaseof

atom s ying through 3D m icrowave cavities,an im por-

tantphysicalsetup wherefundam entaltestsofquantum

m echanicshavebeen realized [6].

FIG .2:Protocolform easuring concurrencein m icrowave3D

cavity Q ED using two cavitiesand two Ram sey regions.

The proposed protocolwillm ake use oftwo cavities,

two Ram sey regions,and Rydberg atom scrossing them

at given velocities,see Fig.2. It relies on present ef-

fortsto develop two-cavity setups[17],butseealso other

m ulti-cavity projects[18,19].The �rstcavity C isused

tocreatetwocopiesofthesam eentangled two-atom state

in a consecutive m anner.W e m ake use ofan entangling

technique thathasalready been experim entally dem on-

strated in Ref.[20],following the proposalofRef.[21].

Along these lines we are entitled to say that a general

entangled state ofthe form �jgei+ �jegicould be pro-

duced in the lab.In Ref.[20],two Rydberg atom s,with

a relativedelay �,are sentfrom B with velocitiesv and

w (w > v) such that they cross inside the cavity,de-

term ining in this way the desired e�ective Rabiangle.

W e propose here to create the two required copies one

after the other,where the atom s ofeach pair willhave

the sam e velocities v and w,and a suitable delay tim e

�0 between atom s2 and 3.W e willsee below thatwhile

requiring the atom pairsf1;2g and f3;4g to crossinside

cavity C ,for generating the sam e entangled state j	i,

atom s2 and 4 willnotneed to crossin D to producethe

CNO T gate.

Before cavity C ,see Fig.2,the fouratom sfollow the

naturalorderf4;3;2;1g,from leftto right.Im m ediately

aftercavity C ,the fouratom sencoding the initialstate

j	i
 j	i,follow the ordering f3;4;1;2g due to the tim -

ing and velocities m entioned above. To begin with the

protocoldescribed in Fig.1,we allow now,atom s4 and

3 to cross the Ram sey region where localunitaries �y
are applied. W e considerthatRam sey regionswere not

active when atom s2 and 1 passed through atan earlier

tim e.W erecallthatRam sey zones,im plem enting di�er-

ent localrotations are well-controlled and accurate de-

vices,representingan im portantbuildingblockofpresent

technology in 3D m icrowavecavities[6].Notethatshort

before entrying cavity D ,itwould be preferable to have

thefollowing ordering f3;1;4;2g.Thisexchangeofposi-

tionsbetween atom s1 and 4 could beeasily achieved by

propertuning ofparam etersv,w,�,�0,and thedistance

between cavities.

Thesecond step oftheprotocolistheim plem entation

ofa CNO T(2,4)gatebetween controlatom icqubit2and

targetatom ic qubit 4. As explained before,atom 2 ar-

rives�rsttocavityD followed byatom 4.Itcan beeasily

proved thatthisgateisequivalenttothesuccessiveoper-
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FIG .3:Fourionsin alinearPaultrap thatcan beindividually

addressed, m easured, and coupled to a collective m otional

degree offreedom to im plem entthe protocolofFig.1.

ationsR
+

4
� CPHASE(2;4)� R

�

4
.TheCPHASE(2,4)gate

actsasfollows:jei2jei4 ! � jei2jei4,while the otherba-

sisstates,fjgi2jgi4;jgi2jei4;jei2jgi4g,rem ain unchanged.

To achieve this goalwe m ap �rst the qubit ofatom 2

onto thephotonicstateofcavity D .Then,atom icqubit

4 is transform ed due to R
�
4
and enters into cavity D

to perform a CPHASE with the photonic qubit,thatis,

jeij1i ! � jeij1i, leaving other states unchanged. W e

suggesttheuseoftheCPHASE gateim plem ented exper-

im entally in Ref.[22].Along these lines,we proposethe

useofan upperauxiliary leveljiiallowing a 2�-pulsero-

tation in thesubspacefjeij1i;jiij0ig[23].Finally,atom ic

qubit 4 is rotated through the action ofR +

4
,while the

photonic qubitism apped back onto an additionalatom

5 in itsground state.

As is evident from above,atom 2 is lost in this pro-

cess but its logicalinform ation is carried now by atom

5. A laststep consists on m easuring the levelstatistics

of allqubits after a �nalrotation R
�

5
is im plem ented

on atom ic qubit 5,following the protocolofFig.1. As

shown in Eq.(5),the probability of�nding allrelevant

atom sf5;3;1;4gin theground statewillprovideuswith

a valuableinform ation:theconcurrenceoftheentangled

purestate j	i.Clearly,following Eq.(4),wecan obtain

sim ilarinform ation ifweuse the probability Pegeg.

There are additionaltechnicalpoints in order. First,

itwould bedesirablethatatom 5 issentwith theproper

tim ing and velocity so thatitcan retrieve the photonic

qubit of cavity D before decoherence destroys the en-

coded inform ation ofatom 2.Second,the propertuning

ofthe relative frequency ofcavities C and D can only

be decided when allexperim entalparam eters,including

inter-cavity distanceand atom ictransitions,aredecided.

Third,we rely ourproposalon the possibility ofswitch-

ing on and o� at any desired tim e the Ram sey regions,

aswellasin controlled DC-induced shiftsin the atom ic

transition frequencies[24].

Alternatively,the protocolofFig.1 could be im ple-

m ented straightforwardlyin fourtrapped ions,seeFig.3,

aswillbediscussed below.Forachievingthatgoalwere-

quiretoim plem ent�y unitaries,localrotationsR
� ,and a

CNO T gate,allofwhich havealready been im plem ented

in the lab with high precision in severaltrapped ions.

Thatis,we rely on the possibility ofim plem enting indi-

vidualaddressing on each ofthefourions,forthesakeof

individualcontroland readout. Typically,the m easure-

m entofeach ion isdoneby m eansofan electron-shelving

technique,where an internallevel,say jei,iscoupled to

an auxiliaryleveljcithatdecayscyclicly back tojei.The

abundanceofuorescencephotonsim pliestheprojection

ofthequbiton statejei,and theabsenceofuorescence

photonswarrantstheprojection ofthequbiton theother

state jgi. However,we rem ark that,for m easuring the

concurrenceaccording to theproposed protocol,itisnot

necessary to realize an individualreadout ofthe ionic

qubits.W eproposeheretheuseofa techniquethatm ay

becalled globalelectron-shelving[25],wheretherequired

m easurem entofPgggg ofEq.(5) is reduced to a single-

bityes/no question.G iven thatallionsareidentical,we

can apply thesam eelectron-shelving laserpulseglobally

and sim ultaneously,but each ion willperform its indi-

vidualassociated cyclic transition. O nly the absence of

uorescencephotonswarrantstheprojection ofthefour-

qubitstate onto state jgijgijgijgi,while the presence of

uorescence photons im plies a projection on any other

four-qubitstate.Itm ay even happen that,while im ple-

m entingtheyes/noglobalphotonstatistics,them ulti-ion

caseproducesa higher�delity in the desired probability

m easurem entwhen com pared to the individualreadout

case.In thism annerwe would accom plish the m easure-

m entofthe concurrencethrough a sim pli�ed and global

readoutschem e forPgggg ofEq.(5).

In conclusion,wehavepresented arealisticprotocolfor

m easuring directly the concurrence ofa two-qubitpure

state in m atter qubits,as long astwo copies and a few

sim ple operationsare available. W e have shown that it

can beapplied in atwo-cavitysetup in m icrowave3D cav-

ity Q ED and straightforwardly in trapped ion system s.

W ebelievethatthisproposalcould beim plem ented with

present technology and willboost research in the hard

task of quantifying entanglem ent of sm alldim ensional

system s.
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